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Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 January 2010 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed on January 21, 2010 has been fully considered but are 
not deemed persuasive. 

• Claims 1-15 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

In essence the Applicant argues that "it appears the Office Action is alleging 
that McGraw's link card/board is a switch blade; however, nowhere in McGraw 
is there any disclosure regarding McGraw's link card/board performing any 
switching functions. Rather, McGraw describes its link card/ board as a 
network interface card or bridge (McGraw, Paragraph [0128]), which is different 
than a switch blade.... McGraw's link card/board is merely an interface 
between inter-chassis and local buses, which is different than a switch blade." 
Page 6, second paragraph. 

The Examiner disagrees. For example Applicant's specification states "The 
switch blade 140 may be part of the backplane 130. In this regard, the switch 
blade 140 may be integrated within the backplane 130 or it may be a plug-in 
card that may be plugged into the backplane 130." [0029]. The specification 
also states that "Furthermore, the backplane 130 and/ or the switch blades 140 
may provide connectivity between the one or more of the blade servers 120 and 
the network 170." [0031]. Therefore, McGraw's link card/board is similar in 
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hardware (plug-in card) and function (provide connectivity between blade 
server and a network). See figure 7 and paragraphs [0128-0131]. As such in 
light of the Applicant's disclosure McGraw's Link card/ board meets the 
broadest reasonable interpretation of switch blade and/ or switch. 
Furthermore, "The link card entity is a bridge between multiple chassis and is 
involved in proxy of commands on behalf of console server 50." (128). In other 
words it also provides a switching functionality between multiple chassis. 

In response to Applicant's argument in page 9 second paragraph "Further, even 
if McGraw's link cards/boards could be considered switch blades (which they 
clearly are not), the Applicant notes that nowhere in McGraw is there any 
disclosure regarding a central switch coupled to one or more of the switch 
blades of the multiserver platforms. Rather, each of McGraw's link 
cards/boards is part of a chassis having a plurality of blades. (See e.g., 
McGraw, Figure 7). Thus, McGraw clearly fails to teach a central switch as set 
forth in dependent claims 2-3, 6-7 mad 13- 15." Page 9 second paragraph. 

The Examiner disagrees. In light of the explanation above and link card/ boards 
shown in figure 7 and particularly the middle link board is interpreted as the 
central switch that interconnects between the above chassis with the lower 
chassis via link boards. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), 
(2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for 
patent. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
McGraw et al (US Publication. 20020188718), hereinafter "McGraw" 

As per claims 1 and 5, McGraw teaches a method and a machine readable 
storage for communicating information in a server platform (see fig. 1 and 7), 
the method comprising: 

receiving at least one packet from at least one of a first switch blade 
associated with a first multiserver platform (Fig. 1 and fig. 7; 0128-00131); 

determining at least a server blade associated with a second 
multiserver platform for receiving at least a portion of said received at least 
one packet ( see fig. 7; J 0138-00144; 0159-161); and 

routing said at least a portion of said at least one received packet to at 
least said server blade fl[ 0138-00144; 0159-161). 



As per claims 2 and 6, McGraw teaches the invention, wherein said receiving 
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further comprises receiving said at least one packet by at least one of a second 
switch blade associated with a third multiserver platform and a central switch 
(1 0138-00144; 0159-161). 

As per claims 3 and 7, McGraw teaches the invention, further comprising if 
said at least one packet is received by said central switch, communicating said 
at least a portion of said at least one received packet to at least said second 
switch blade via at least one communication link that couples said central 
switch directly to said at least said second switch blade (see fig. 7; H 0138- 
00144; 0159-161). 

As per claim 4, McGraw teaches the method according to claim 1, further 
comprising processing said routed at least a portion of said at least one 
received packet by said at least said second blade server (| 0138-00144; 0159- 
161). 

As per claim 8, McGraw teaches the machine-readable storage according to 
claim 5, further comprising code for processing said routed at least a portion of 
said at least one received packet by said at least said second blade server (If 
0138-00144; 0159-161). 

As per claims 9 and 10, McGraw teaches a system for communicating 
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information in a server platform, the system comprising: a first multiserver 
platform comprising at least one of a network interface and a first switch blade 
(see fig. 1 and fig. 7 J 0138-00144); and 

at least a second multiserver platform comprising a second switch 
blade coupled said first switch blade of said first multiserver platform (see fig. 1 
and fig. 7; 1 0138-00144; 0159-161). 

As per claim 11, McGraw teaches the system according to claim 10, wherein 
said first multiserver platform, said second multiserver platform and said third 
multiserver are coupled in a daisy-chain configuration (see fig. 7). 

As per claim 12, McGraw teaches according to claim 10, wherein said first 
multiserver platform, and said third multiserver platform communicate via said 
second multiserver platform (see fig. 1 and fig. 7; J 0138-00144; 0159-0161). 

As per claim 13, McGraw teaches the system according to claim 9, further 
comprising at least one central switch coupled to at least said first switch blade 
of said first multiserver platform and said second switch blade of said second 
multiserver platform (see fig. 1 and fig. 7; J 0138-00144; 0159-0161). 

As per claim 14, McGraw teaches the system according to claim 13, further 
comprising at least a third switch blade of a third multiserver platform coupled 
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to said at least one central switch (see fig. 1 and fig. 7; J 0138-00144; 0159- 
0161). 

As per claim 15, McGraw teaches the system according to claim 14, wherein 
said first multiserver platform, said second multiserver platform and said third 
multiserver platform communicate via said central switch (see fig. 1 and fig. 7; 
1 0138-00144; 0159-0161). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Yasin Barqadle whose telephone 
number is 571-272-3947. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 AM 
to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 

examiner's supervisor, Dharia Rupal can be reached on 571-272-3880. The 

fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 

assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 

from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 

information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 

PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 

available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http:/ /pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 

to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 

866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer 

Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 

800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Yasin M Barqadle/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2456 
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